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SECOND ERRATA
SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES OF PITNEY BOWES INC.
TO USPS WITNESS PLUNKETT
(PB/USPS-T5-2-4)

This Errata replaces the Errata to the First Set of Interrogatories of Pitney Bowes
Inc. to USPS Witness Plunkett filed on November 5, 1998.

Pursuant to Sections 25 and 26 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice, Pitney
Bowes Inc. (“PB") hereby propounds the attached interrogatories and requests for the
production of documents. The instructions for responding contained in the First Set of
interrogatories of Pitney Bowes Inc. to USPS Witness Plunkett are incorporated by
reference.
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Please confirm that your calculation of “revenue leakage for
Standard (A) letters multiplies your calculation of existing
volume by the difference between the Standard (A) regular
basic letter piece rate of .235 (rounded by you to .24) less
the .167 per piece that you contend should apply to MOL
Standard (A) letters. If you are not able to confirm, please
explain why.

Assume that a mailing of MOL letters has fewer than 200
pieces. Confirm that the rate applicable to this mailing would
be .33 per piece. If you cannot confirm, please explain why.

In the circumstances described in interrogatory 2 above,
please confirm that the Standard (A) letter revenue |leakage
occasioned by implementation of MOL would be 18.294
million (11,232 * (.33 - .187))instead of the 7.564 million that
you show for year 1 at USPS-T-5 Exhibit D at 1. if you
cannot confirm, please explain why.

a. In the circumstances described immediately above,
do you believe that the illustrative revenue leakage
should be considered a cost of the MOL program that
should be borne by MOL users? If not, why not?
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